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DETAILED ACTION 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4. Applicant's submission filed on 6/22/07 
and 7/28/07 have been entered. 

Claims 1-2, 4-32, 35-41 are currently pending. Claims 3 and 33-34 have been 
canceled. Claims 5-9, 19-20, 29-32 and 35-36 were withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-2, 4, 10-11, 13-18 and 22-25 and 37-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over GB Patent No. 2,253,998 to Lurie et al. in view of JP 
10-113275 to Omura. 

As to claims 1 , 22, 37 and 40, Lurie et al teaches hanger device for hanging 
handbags, purses or the like (Figs. 1-4) from a horizontal surface, comprising the 
limitations as follows: a rigid interface member defining a planar interface area (12); a 
rigid arm (14, Fig. 1) with a centrally extension disposed between proximal end and a 
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distal end (the central extension which has at least one bend in a direction different from 
the proximal end and in a direction different from proximal end), wherein the proximal 
end is coupled with the rigid interface member in a orientation substantially parallel to 
the planar interface area, and wherein the distal end extends downward from the central 
extension when the distal end is positioned vertically beneath the planar interface area. 
Note that the distal end in this case, the examiner considers as a hook segment (V- 
shaped) 23, 15 upon which a handbag, purse or the like can be supported or secured. 

The Lurie device differs from claim 1 of the present invention in that it is not 
provided with a flexible member with a first end coupled to the distal end of the rigid 
arm, and a second end coupled to a purse engagement member. 

Omura teaches the concept of such, Omura teaches the hanger device with a 
flexible member (6) having a first end coupled to the distal end of the rigid arm (3) and a 
second end coupled to a purse engagement member (8). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the rat at the time the invention was made to provide a flexible 
member with a first end coupled to the distal end of the rigid arm and a second end 
coupled to a purse engagement member as in Omura on the hook of Lurie in order to 
allow a user to hang the type of the purse where there is no full top closure of the 
interior of the purse and to provide a configuration which to be easily opened/closed 
and/or attached/detached (Omura, abstract). 

As to claim 2, Lurie as modified also teaches the distal end of the rigid arm being 
oriented vertically beneath the geometric center of said planar interface area. 
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As to claim 4, Lurie et al. as modified also teaches the rigid arm being swivelably 
coupled (5) with the rigid interface member. 

Continuing to claims 10-1 1 and 38, Lurie et al as modified also teaches the rigid 
arm comprising a horizontal extension (13) (Fig. 2), which is parallel with the planar 
interface area; and the rigid arm having a vertical extension (20) that is substantially 
perpendicular to said horizontal extension. 

As to claim 13, Lurie et al as modified also teaches first end of the flexible 
member (6, Omura) being coupled to the distal end of the rigid arm by a swivel joint (7). 
Note that the examiner considers the ring 7 of Omura is a swivel joint since the ring 7 of 
Omura is capable of turning or pivoting allowing the flexible member and thus the 
handbag/purse to turn around in a horizontal plane. 

As to claim 14, Lurie et al as modified also teaches the second end of the flexible 
member being coupled to the purse engagement member by a swivel joint (Omura, 9). 
The examiner also considers the ring 9 of Omura is a swivel joint since the ring 9 of 
Omura is capable of turning or pivoting allowing the flexible member and thus the 
handbag/purse to turn around in a horizontal plane. 

As to claims 15-16, the purse engagement member (8) of Omura as modified is 
also a rigid loop, a single continuous loop (when the engagement member is closed). 

As to claims 17-18, wherein the rigid loop is a formed from a movable loop 
member (8) movably engaged to a primary loop member (the remained loop) wherein, 
when the movable loop member is in a first position, the rigid loop is a closed loop, and 
when the movable loop member is in a second position, the rigid loop is an open loop; 
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and wherein the movable loop member is movably engaged to the primary loop member 
through a pivot (hinge member, no numeral) 

As to claim 23, which recites the flexible member as being at least one inch long, 
which also appears to read on Omura. Nevertheless, it would have been an obvious 
matter of design choice for one of ordinary skill in the art to dimension the flexible 
member to be at least one inch long producing no new and unexpected results. 

As to claims 24-25, Claims 24-25 recited limitations similar to those recited in 
claims 15-17, which also read on Lurie as modified. 

As to claim 39, Lurie et al as modified also teaches at least one bend (at 22 for 
example) within the rigid arm, which comprises a large progressive curve. 

As to claim 41, Lurie et al as modified also teaches the horizontal extension of 
the rigid arm is swivelably coupled to the rigid interface member (12, 18) while rigidly 
fixed along a horizontal line relative to the rigid interface member. 

Claims 12 and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lurie et al. in view of Omura_and further in view of US Pub. No. 2004/01 95484 to 
Sheeran. 

Lurie et al. in view of Omura teaches substantially as claimed except that is not 
provided with a lengthening means for altering the length of the vertical extension 
wherein the lengthening means comprises a turnbuckle. 

Sheeran teaches such concept. Sheeran teaches a vertical extension of the rigid 
arm having a lengthening means for altering or adjusting a length of the vertical 



Application/Control Number: JO/763,426 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3632 

extension (Fig. 6c, for example) wherein the lengthening means is in the alternative 
form of a turnbuckle. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide a lengthening means as in Sheeran on the vertical 
extension of Lurie et al as modified so as to provide the vertical arm, which can be 
rotated, adjusted or extended in length in order to allow the hanger to be positioned on 
a wider variety of surfaces having varying degrees of thickness. Nevertheless, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
, made to make the vertical extension adjustable since it has been held that the provision 
of adjustability, where needed, involves only routine skill in the art. In re Stevens, 101 
USPQ 284 (CCPA 1954). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 21 and 26 are objected to, but would be allowable if rewritten to include 
all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/28/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding Applicant's argument that neither Lurie nor Omura disclose or suggest 
"a rigid arm with a proximal end coupled with the rigid interface member in an 
orientation substantially parallel to the planar interface area, and wherein the distal end 
extends' downward from the central extension when the distal end is' positioned 
vertically beneath the planar interface area." "The rigid arm of Lorie bends at an upward 
angle, and Omura does not disclose or suggest an embodiment wherein the rigid arm 
locates beneath the planar interface area. Therefore, even if Omura and Lurie could 
somehow be combined in a manner suggested by the Examiner", this is not found 
persuasive. As stated in the rejection, Lurie alone clearly teaches substantially all the 
limitations with the distal end extends downward from the central extension. The 
examiner considers the "V-shaped portion" (see attached figure) at the end of the rigid 
arm is the distal end, which considers positioned vertically said planar interface area, 
whereas the V-shaped distal end portion function as a hook or securement member. 
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Omura teaches a flexible member coupled to the securement member. The combination 
of Lurie and Omura would have suggested the subject matter of independent claims 1, 
22 and 37. Nevertheless, assuming an argument that even if Lurie does not teach a 
securement member, but Omura teaches a securement member, the combined 
teachings of Lurie with Omura still render the claims obvious. Therefore, the rejection of 
these claims is still maintained. 

Regarding Applicant's argument with respect to claims 12 and 27-28 which have 
been rejected under 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lurie in view of Omura and 
further in view of Sheeran, Applicant's argument as indicated on page 12 of the 
Remarks appears to be not directed to what the rejection has been set forth. Sheeran 
has applied for the teaching of providing a lengthening means to make the vertical 
extension adjustable. It should be noted that there is no requirement for a secondary 
reference to meet every limitation of the claim before it can be utilized. It should also be 
noted one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. In the instant case, the 
combination of Lurie and Omura and Sheeran would have suggest the subject matter of 
independent claims 12, 27 and 28. Nevertheless, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the vertical 
extension adjustable since it has been held that the provision of adjustability, where 
needed, involves only routine skill in the art. The rejection of these claims is therefore 
also maintained. 
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Conclusion 



THIS ACTION IS made NON FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tan Le whose telephone number is (571) 272-6818. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. through Fri. from 9:00 AM-6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on (571) 272-6842. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





Tan Le 

September 22, 2007. 



Carl a Friedman 
Supsrvisory Patent Examiner 
Group 3600 



